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oil to spin this as a huge victory for
the American people, a huge victory
for the freedom of this world.

Well, maybe so. I do not think so.
But maybe so. But let me say the way
we measure, remember, we measure re-
sults.

Let us take a look at what we have
accomplished. Let us talk about what
is going to happen now. Remember
that the United States, in effect, chose
sides when the administration decided
to go into the sovereign territory of
another country, which, by the way,
just a couple of years ago, about 7
years ago, we went to war over.

As my colleagues will remember,
when Iraq invaded the sovereign terri-
tory of Kuwait, we, as a country, said
you should not invade the sovereign
territory of another country so we will
go to war with you to push you outside
that sovereign territory. Well, now the
United States, through the auspices of
NATO, is doing exactly the same thing.
They invaded the sovereign territory of
Yugoslavia.

Now, do not take me wrong. There
were some very atrocious things going
on in Yugoslavia. But they were not
only being committed by the Serbs.
They were also being committed by an
organization called the KLA, the
Kosovo Liberation Army.

Do we know anything about the
Kosovo Liberation Army with whom
we sided in this conflict? The answer is
yes. Do my colleagues know how we
knew of them? They are terrorists.
These people, this organization, was
listed by our State Department as ter-
rorists. They committed acts of ter-
rorism. Our country recognized them
as terrorists.

So what our administration con-
sciously decided to do was to go into
the sovereign territory, to go into the
sovereign territory of another country
to take sides with an organization that
we ourselves label as terrorists and to
go to battle.

Well, now that we have apparently
pushed the Yugoslavian Serbs out of
the territory of Kosovo, I can tell my
colleagues that the Kosovo Liberation
Army will not stop there. They do not
want the Serbs just out of Kosovo.
They want an independent State of
Kosovo.

If the United States were to grant
that or NATO or the world were to say
that is what should happen, in effect
we would have given our sign of ap-
proval and actually participated in the
invasion of a foreign country by a de-
fensive organization. Remember, NATO
is a defensive organization. So we have
NATO go on offense. We go into the
sovereign territory of another country.
We portion out a part of that country
and turn that portion over to an orga-
nization called the Kosovo Liberation
Army, which we know are terrorists.

Well, let us think about what is
going to happen. Who is going to dis-
arm the Kosovo Liberation Army? Who
is going to control them? We have con-
trolled the Serbs. But remember, this

latest conflict started when the Kosovo
Liberation Army people started assas-
sinating Serb police officers.

How are we going to disarm the
Kosovo Liberation Army? In my opin-
ion, we are not going to disarm them.
This is the onset of a new problem that
will last for a long time. And I can tell
my colleagues that our European allies
will expect the United States to resolve
it. I am going to talk about burden
sharing a little later on in my com-
ments. But the United States is going
to be the one in the future that is
looked upon to resolve this.

We have got some other questions.
How are we going to police these areas?
This is what we want to see in the de-
tails of that agreement. Again, if we
have got an agreement and if we can
answer these questions with a positive
result, and that is what we want to
measure are the results, then this is
great. But we ought to ask those ques-
tions.

And my colleagues, do not let the
spin that is going to come off this
agreement tomorrow by the adminis-
tration or whoever, do not let that spin
mask the fact that we all need to look
at what the details of this agreement
are. Who is going to police the areas?
How are we going to set up a judiciary
system? What are we going to do about
the economy?

Remember, in Kosovo they did not
have any time to plant the seeds. They
did not get in their spring plantings.
They do not have an economy. My col-
leagues, many of those refugees, who,
by the way, I think will claim political
asylum and ask to stay in the United
States, many of those refugees will not
go back into Kosovo. Many of those
refugees who do go back into Kosovo
are going back to burned bridges, de-
stroyed schools, destroyed clinics, de-
stroyed roads, destroyed fields, no
economy, no health care, no type of
welfare system, no transportation sys-
tem, no heat for the winter, no air con-
ditioning for the summer, no water
that is kind of like the water we have,
purified and clean water.

This is a huge problem over there.
Who is going to pay the tab of that?
Well, you got it. In my opinion, the
United States will. But I am going to
address that a little later on.

We also know that the Serbs have de-
stroyed all these legal documents. I
mean, let us face it, the Kosovo Libera-
tion Army and the Serbs are both bad
characters; the leaders, not the citi-
zens. The citizens are innocent and
they are good people. But the leader-
ships of these two organizations are
murderers, both sides of them. They
are murderers. They are criminals.
They are bandits. They are crooks.

Well, what the Serbs did is they made
sure that for the innocent citizens in
Kosovo, they destroyed all their legal
documents. Who is going to set up the
judiciary over there, the judicial proc-
ess? Remember, our military, our sol-
diers are not judges. They are not po-
lice officers. And there is a difference

between a police officer and a soldier. I
used to be a police officer. I have a lit-
tle understanding of that.

How are we going to set up the judi-
ciary system? How will command and
control work? What will Russia’s role
be in here? What is the future of Amer-
ican foreign policy? What we have done
is set a legal precedent here. As I men-
tioned earlier, we have entered the sov-
ereign territory of another country to
resolve a civil war.

Now, some people will tell us that
this was a genocide, that this is like
Adolf Hitler, that the United States of
America had a moral obligation to step
in and stop this. Well, number one, it is
not like Adolf Hitler. Number two,
there are in fact atrocities. But three,
they are driven more by civil war than
by a dictator who is intent on destroy-
ing a population. It is a civil war dis-
pute that we are getting into.

I am very appreciative of my good
friend from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON)
coming to join us, because as he and I
have discussed, these are very critical
issues. But let me wrap up this legal
point.

What is going to be our policy? This
is an abrupt change for the United
States and for NATO. NATO has never
carried out a mission like this. Nor has
the United States ever broken with
legal precedence and done this.

What happens now if Quebec decides
to vote for independence in Canada?
Should we go to war with Canada to de-
fend Quebec? What happens if some
people in Mexico want to become U.S.
citizens in the State of Texas and de-
cides that Texans should seek inde-
pendence and become part of the coun-
try of Mexico?

My colleagues, these are not imagi-
nary questions. These are issues we
should address.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my good
friend the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. KINGSTON). As the gentleman
knows, the peace agreement has been
signed. I am asking questions about,
you know, the devil is in the details;
what do we really have in these de-
tails? I have not seen the details. The
briefing I got indicated it has been
signed, but we have not been presented
with any details.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman yielding. I ap-
preciate his basic opposition to our op-
erations over there. And I have shared
that opposition.

It is interesting to see where will this
be as opposed to the previously tried
agreement. I hope that it works. I am
optimistic anytime we have a peace
agreement. But, at the same time, my
colleague is asking all the pertinent
questions. He had asked our reason for
being there to begin with.

Here we are now, 70 days of bombing,
and I am still wondering, as a Member
of Congress, as a member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, as somebody
who sat in hearings and listened to
Madeleine Albright and Secretary
Cohen and General Shelton and Ambas-
sador Pickering and all these other


